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SURVEY APPLICATIONS COORDINATING COMMITTEE' 

Washington. D. C. 

March 13, 1968 

, MEMORANDUM FOR THE NASA CO-CHAIRMAN, SURVEY 
APPLICATIONS COORDINATING COMMITTEE "', 

. .. ., .' �~� 

. ;;,,/, 

:, SUBJECT: Goddard Space Flight Center's Earth Resources Technology':'",,',' ' 
" ,:, Satellite Study , <' ',:' ,,' 

:'r" , 
", !.- ',,' 

This is in response to your memorandum, "Earth Resources 
, ,Technology Satellite Study Prepared by Goddard Space Flight Center,",:;, : 

, :', " > : BYE 17488-68, dated February 28, 1968. The DOD members of the " 
" ' ,, {:') Survey Applications Coordinating Committee reiterate their finding 
.. , ,I : �~�,�~� • that the referenced Goddard study is disapproved. 

,.; .. 

" " 

,I, . Your memorandum states that "SACC working interpretations ••. :',", " 

,
'" "ie"""I;' /.\ are that such discussions and studies may proceed as long as they do 

, /, not concern ground resolutions of better than 10 to 15 feet projected, 
';- , �'�,�~�i�f �' �,�'� ", five years in the future." We are unaware of such a "working inter-

. �,�"�~�'� ;" " '-"pretation" or term of reference for SACCo The SACC charter is (;", 
, !: ' unequivocal in specifying definitions for SACC's use; nothing regarding 
,,'j', )' 10 to if) f4;!et appears among them. In SACC, a reconnaissance-like 

,:,:1.1.:' . sensor is defined in terms of resolution and not in terms of the type of, .,' " 
': r' r': "; document in which it appears. 

�~�:�.� '. 

:, . ...! ... 

. : �~�.� 

'. ' " 

With regard to the suggestion that a selected 'portion of the July 11, 
,,1966 NSAM 156 Committee Ji,eport could be used to advantage to justify 
the Goddard study, the general effect of broadening our terms of ref-

. erence would be to further constrain the study. For example, the text 
, of Recommendation 4 is balanced by the definition cited below it, placing 
, a O. 1 milliradian limit on study and design as well as development . 
Secondly, to exploit the NSAM 156 Commit'tee Report further would call 
for SACCto assess each NASA project or study in terms of Point 5, 
considering "carefully the relative merits and costs of aerial and other 

., '. . "'" , ""," '. 
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" ' possible alternatives .• ! , " the "practical political interests, " and'::. I;: ,: :"0:' 
.. '.\ the "cost effectiveness. II It should be clear that this is not a good:'-':':." 

.; ~i" time to expand the criteria against which NASA's projects are .. ,' ,,:'. 
",-' ~">::evaiuated bySACC. ' .;",., :' ., . " 

The DOD members of SACC cannota~cept'the following points. ·.f, " 

as arguments for approval: " 
.' , 

• i:"'c 1.. That,this satellite deserves exemption because it flies 
: .. ' 

: i [, .~ '. ,higher than most. 
.• ' .' 

\, 

2. That this satellite should be approved because its .Yidecon 
is unclassified and industrially sponsored. 
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• i·'.·· 3. That the camera performance violates SACC terms of 
.'. , ' 

,reference only s1i~htly. 

!.,' Finally, the proposal to distribute this document, in spite of ; : :. 
, ~; ," 

'.!' the SACC disapproval, lias an unclassified document for dissemina-
!. . ' tiO~ and use by NASA, NASA contractors, and User agencies" is of 

. i , great concern to the DOD members. The recipients would certainly 
~i",. : :": interpret the document as a serious interest on the part of NASA. 

Their response would result in another surge of enthusiasm for entry 
.' into forbidden areas, augmenting the customer bow-wave which is 

.1 ' . causing NASA so many problems at the present time. 
'.,' I .... 

'. ,','" 

, i' 1',0 We wish again to invite you to prese!1t studies like this for SACe. 
i !. " • review while they are in the planning stage, rather than after they , 

';,:'1, ..... are printed. Good progress is being made in this direction; continued .. ' 
; J!';I';::~"close adherence to the SACC charter's terms of subm'ission will do .' 

" i~;:f'" much to anticipate and forestall similar problems~ , .... \ 

'.J, :<, '. . 

. ~: , ~. '.' 
! ... 

• ';t . 

;, ~ .:L:;, We trust that the NASA members will find our argument persuasive. /';.' '. 
" If they still find themselves in disagreement with us, the issue should: 

, ,'. ,. be forwarded to the Manned Space Flight Policy Committee for review:, 
. ~:,'.:, and adjudication~. .,', . . 
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